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Bigot’s Orthography.*) 

Bv G. H. Verrall, Newmarket (England). 

I notice a letter in tbe last )3age of the AVien. Ent. Ztg. 
VIII, Heft IV, upon wliicb I sliould like to make a few 
observations. To begin with, let me say that I do not think 
it any discourtesy, and I certainly do not intend it as such, 
to use no prefix to any scientific man’s name, and I use the 
name Bigot precisely as on the same page are used Loew 
andRondani, and as I should useLinnaeus, Fabricius 
Meigen or Osten-Sacken. 

Bigot’s letter protests against my having written 
(according to him) „Bigot with his habitual (sic) disregard 
of the simplest Orthography". In wliat I wrote I did not use 
the mysterious word „(sic)“ ; is it possible that Bigot with 
his „habitual disregard of the simplest Orthography “ would 
like to spell „habitual“ in some other way?! 

Let me now show that I was not exercising „un jugement 
péremptoire“. I have for some years past been collecting 
materials for a „Nomenclator Lipterologicus“, in which I have 
noted all the various spellings used , and it was mainly an 
extract from tliis that I used in my remarks on Ozirhincus. 
At present I have revised this list only at the beginning of 
the alphabet, and I will now take only the letter A. 

I fìnd that Bigot has sent forty (40) communications 
to Scudder’s Nomenclator Zoologicus; these are: 

1. „Ablautatus Loew.“; the vo!. XVIII might well be men- 
tioned, although of course the date 1874 suffices. 

2. „Acanthijoeza Bondani. Musc. Exot. Frag. III, pag. 21, 

a/.avQ'.vuc, t:ou;“ ; there is no such Greek word as axavQtvu;, 
and even if there were, it has nothing to do with Ron- 
dani’s Acanthipeza , which comes from á/.avOa the 

moj’e correct reference is Ann. Mus. Genov. VII. 437. 

*) Wir haben (liesen Artikel , welcher geeignet erscheint, eine weitere 
Polemik hervorzurnfen , nur deshalb aufgcnommen , weil er sich durch die 
Coirigenda zu Scudder J s Nomenclator Zoologicus in der That als niitzlich 
erweist. Doch miissen wir erkliiren, dass wir aus Riicksicht fiir unseren wohl 
zumeist deutschen Leserkreis eine femere Polemik in dieser Richtung fíir 
diese Zeitung nicht geeignet halten, wenngleich wir uns wissenschaftlichen 
Abhandlungen gegendber, in welcher Culínrsprache sie immer geschrieben sein 
mògen, nicht verschlíessen. Die Redaction. 
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G. H. Verrall : 


3. .. Accnnthomcra Wiedemann. Dipt. Exot. 1, pag. GO, ỳ'/.y.v Qa 
'j.zz r j: a ; there are two mistahes here , the first is of course 
a bad spelling of Acanthomera , which Wiedemann ex- 
pressly says eomes from a/.y.vOz jxvjcór. 

4. ..Achorlnjchus" 1 . I have already dealt witli this wonderful 
word derivcd from tlie two wonderful words in Greek 
type v;-j: óóvyo:; I cannot tell what language they really 
belong to. 

5. ..Acreotrìchus Macquart. Dipt. Exot. IV e snpp]., pag. 121, 
x/.zv.o; Oc-jv*. I suppose this last word should be Ooíc. 

6. ., Acrochordonodes Bigot. Ann. Soc. Ent. France, Bull. mens. 
(5), VIII, pag. 97 (131), a/.coy_oc<W/w$7j;“ ; my Lexicon gives 

x/.vy/ ocíVjvoAy:. 

7. n Acropthalmyia Bigot. Ann. Soc. Ent. France. (2), VI, 
pag. 509, y./.o o: ; ooOa/.ao: : v.’jia. 1857“; in Ann. Soc. Ent. 
Fr. (3), VI, 573 and 583 (1858) I find Acrophthahnyda . there- 
fore apparently botli spellings are wrong. 

8. ..Acroptilus Mik. Dipt. Untersneh. Wien , pag. 6 , a/.c o:; 
-t'.aov.“ Ingenious to discover this derivation, onlyMik’s 
genus happens to be Acropsilus. 

9. ., Acrot.aenia Loew. Xorth Amer. Trypet., pag. 274, a/.po; 
rrjvj ." ; of course this is dèrived from a/.co: raivía, and a 
better reference would beMon.N.-Am. Dipt. Il[. 274 and 328. 

10. „Actinophora Rondani. Bull. Soc. Ent. Ital. pag. 25, a/.Ti; , 
oscwv. 1870“. Unfortunately Rondani’s genus in Bull. 
Ént. Ital. III. 1G2 (1871) is Actinoplera. 

11. n Acydogona Loew. North Amer. Trypet. pag. 285 , o;o: ; 
y<w !í . A cnrious derivation for this curious word ; Loew’s 
genns is Acicìogona. 

12. ..Acyphonci Osten Sacken. Monogr. N. Amer. Dipt., IV, 
pag. 151, o;o: ; oovo:“. Again a cnrious derivation : I would 
rat'ner take it from v. -/.’jocov. 

13. ..Acyrhynchus! Rondani. Dipt. Ital. Cecidoinyd. Not. XI, 
o;'j: ; i'rr/p:. rostrum“. I fínd this spelling iti Att. Soc. Ital. 
Milano, II, 288, possibly the same reference, and I think 
it kind of Bigot to explain tliat póvyj; means rostrum 
as otherwise we might not have recognised pjyyo:. 

14. ., Adelìnia Costa. II Giambattista Vico, Giorn. Napoli, II, 
Nom. propr. 1857.“ I cannot thrace thus. 

15. „ Aerotoxa Loew. North Amer. Trypet., pag. 227, avjco; ; 
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to£ov“. I wonder what y//jpo; means. Loew’s genus in Mon. 
N. Am. Dipt. III. 227 ancl 327 is Acrotoxa. 

16. Aleurodes JFranenfeld. 1868. Dipt. Agromyzid." I thought 
every naturalist knew the Hemìpterous genus to which 
F r a u e n f e 1 d refered ! 

17. .,Alloeoneiiras Mik. Dípt. Untersuch. Wien, pag. 8, a)7.o; ? ; 
vcupo; :í . Mik himself when naming tlie genus gave it as 
from à./.Aoío; vsupov. 

18. nAllograpta Osten - Sacken. Bull. Buff. Soc. Nat. Sc., III, 

pag. 49 , y./.Xo: ypxostv“. I prefer to derive it from à/.Xo; 

Ypa-vó: but the meaning is the same. 

J9. n AUoneura Rondani. Dipt. Ital. Prodrom., pag. 140, ; 

vsupa“. I have as my derivation àXLo; vsupov. „Pepuncuìid“ 
I suppose is a mis-print. 

20. .,Amphìcnephus Loew. Monogr. Dipt. N. Amer., III, pag. 83, 
yp/py-'iz'Ỳ 7]; ,: . Loew’s genus is Amphicnephes. 

21. „Anacampta Loew. Zeitschr. ges. Naturw. 1868, pag. 7, 
avazau.77Ta, 1868 (1867?)“. I think there is no such word 
as ava/.ay-Ta. I have it Lw. Ztschr. ges. Nat. XXXII. 7. 

(1868) àv ax.áu.— tí-j . 

22. „Ananta Meigen. Syst. Beschr. VII, pag. 283, avavOvj;“. The 
derivation is from àvavva, a very different meaning. 

23. .,Anaplo?nerus Rondani. Dipt. Ital. Prodrom., pag. 1841, 
avo-).o: ; u.spo; :: . I think this should be Anoplomerus Rond. 
D. It. Pr. I. 141. àv o— ).o; u.vjpó;. 

24. ,, Anastoechus Osten-Sacken : . Derived from àvá gtoT/o; and 
not from avaoTct/w. 

25. n Andrenomyia Rondani“. The derivation is not from avcìpsíu; 
(whatever that may mean), but obviously from the Hyme- 
nopterous genus Andrena. Rondani’s spelling in 1850 
was Andrenomya. 

26. n Anevrina Lioy. Att. Ist. Veneto (3), IX, pag. 78, avsupa“. 
My reference is Att. Ist. Venet. (3). X. 77. (1864) 
à-vsúpivo;. 

27. „Anisomyia Walker“. All right except omission of volume 
and page = IV. 135. 

28. n Anomoea Loew. Germar. Zeitschr. Ent. II, pag. 327, 1862“. 
This is a simple correction of Anomoia Walker (1835) 
which had been made in Walker’s Ins. Brit. Dipt. III. 
XVII. (1856). 
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29. ,,Anthracia Meigen. Syst. Beschr. VI, pag. 267, avOs a';“. 
More correctly iMeig. Syst. Beschr. VII. 268. àvO zy.v.lx. 

30. ,,Apatemi/ia Macquart. Dipt. Exot. supplement, pag. 197, 
y-'tvj ; u.'j'.y., 1826“. 1 make it Mcq. Dipt. Ex. (Sep.) Sup. 
I. 197. (1845) à.-à.T’/ỳ j/.ut y.. 

31. „Aphoehantes Loew. Centur. X, pag. 39, aovj3y.w?“ 1 suppose 
this refers to Aphoebantus Loew. Berl. Ent. Zeitschr. XVI. 
77. àootj Exvtoc. 

32. ..Apospasmica Loew. North Amer. Ortalid., pag. 52, 

y-OT-y.<;|/.o: ? ? “ Well may he query his derivation, 

when there is a simple Greek word ỳ-.oc-y.nu/jc ; for 
reference I prefer Loew Mon. N. Am. Dipt. III. 131. 

33. „Apostrophas Loew. Syst. Beschr. bekann. europ. Ins, 
pag. 310, a-ooTooo’jc, 1862“. Mj r reference is Loew. Beschr. 
Enrop. Dipt. II. 311 (1871) à.-óoTooooc. 

34. ..Aspilota Loew“. Nothing incorrect; I would prefer the 
reference to be Mon. N. Am. Dipt. III. 286 and 328. 

35. ,, Asyndetus Loew. Centur. VIII, pag. 58.“ Nothing incorrect, 
but I prefer the reference to be Berl. Ent. Zeitschr. XIII. 34. 

36. ..Atmobia Bigot. Ann. Soe. Ent. France (3), IV, 1856.“ 
It is characteristic of Bigot that he cannot refer to 
himself, correctly in the leading scientific work of his 
own country. I make this genus founded in Ann. Soc. 
Ent. Fr. (3). V. 519 (1857). 

37. „Atracta Loew. Bernst. Fauna.“ An obvious error for 
Ataracta Loew. Ueb. d. Bernst. 36. (1850) á-Tà.cax.To:. 

38. „Atractia Macqaart." Quite correct. 

39. „Atylotus Osten-Sacken.“ The page should be 426 and the 
derivation y.TÚAwTo;. 

40. „Axijsta Haliday". Derivation à';’jTTo; not y.;u<7Tt;. 

Thus of these forty names, eleven or twelve are wrongly 
spelled, one is not Dipterous at all, and only about seven are 
fairly correct (besides Adelinia about which I know nothing), 
the result is that Bigot is wrong five out of six times! 

If additional proof be required as to Bigot’s „habitual 
disregard of the simplest Orthography" let me mention : 

Achanthocncmis Guér. Bigot, Ann. Soc. Ent. Fr. (3). V. 
522 (1857) = Acanthocnemis Blanch. 

Achanthodelphia Big. Ann. Soc. Ent. F'r. (3). V. 532 
(1857) = Acanthodelphia Bigot. 
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Aedìps'dopus Big. Ann. Soc. Ent. Fr. (3). VII. 215 
(1859) = OedipsilojMs Bigot. 

Andrenomia Bontl. Big. Ann. Soc. Ent. Fr. (5). XI. 18 
(1881) = Andrenomyia Rond. 

Aneropsis Big. Ann. Soc. Ent. Fr. (5). XI. 373 ( 1 881) =: 
Anaeropsis Bigot. 

Anthomia and Anthomuia Big. Ann. Soc. Ent. Fr. (5). 
VII. CLXXXIII. (1877) = Antìiomyia Mg. 

Apogon Hal. Big. Ann. Soc. Ent. Fr. 

Apomera Westwood. Big. Ann. Soc. Ent. Fr. (2). X. 481 
(1852) = Apiocera Westw. 

Arthenia Hal. Big. Ann. Soc. Ent. Fr. (3). V. 521 (1857) = 
Asthenia Westw. ? or Arthria Kirby? 

Since writing the above I bave examined the French 
„Annales“ for 1887, and 1 note : 

on page 20 Notachanta for Notacantha. 

„ „ 27 puntifer for (I suppose) punctifer. 

„ „ 28 Saphireus for (I suppose) sapphirinus. 

„ „ 29 Myochrisa for Myochrysa or Myiochrysa. 

„ „ 30 Pachycepliala for Physocephala. 

„ „ 30 Sphyxotoma for Sphyxosoma. 

„ „ 30 Conopejus for Conopaeus. 

„ „ 30 Spariglossa for (I suppose) Spaziglossum. 

„ „ 30 Conopsoides for (I suppose) Conopoideus. 

„ „ 30 Leucopsila for possibly Leopoldius ! 

„ „ 31 Bambilia for Bombibia. 

„ „ 31 Spariglossum for Spaziglossum. 

„ „ 31 Conopsoida for (I suppose) conopoideus. 

„ „ 39 ochreiceps for ochriceps. 

„ „ 39 Conops is feminine, but Bigot treats it as 

masculine. 

„ „ 205 favocaudatum for flavicaudatum. 

„ „ 208 Bombidia as a correction for Bombilia on 

page 31 = Bombibia. 

„ „ XVIII Panophthalmyia ? for Pantophthalmus ? 

„ „ CLXXXII Curtoneura is surely better Cyrtoneura. 

„ „ CCV Stratomyia for Stratiomyia. 

„ „ CCLIX Even in the Index errors follow Bigot; 

there is a reference to him CXCII which I cannot trace, and 
303 — 308 should be 203 — 208. 
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I think tliat enumerates a fair nuraber of errors for one 
man to make in one Societ} T, s Transactions in one 3 T ear, aiul 
surely justifies uiy asserting, that Bigot has an „habitual 
disregard of the simplest Orthography'k 
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Allgemeines. 

Iíiley C. V. Keport of the Entomologist for the year 1888. (Author's 
Editiou, íroni the Annual Report of the Depart. of Agrieulture for tlie 
year 1888. Washiugton 1889, pag. 53 — 144, with Plat. I — XII.) 

Dieser Jahresberielìt entlililt an Originalartikeln : 1. The Plnin Cnreulio 
(Couotrctcliehis ììennphar Hbst.) vonRiIev nnd Howaril (57); 2. The Flnted 
Scale (lccnja I'nrchasi Mask.) von Riley (80); 3. The Hop Plant-Louse 
(Phorodon ìnumili Sehrnk.) von Riley (93); 4. Silk-Culture : Report of tlie 
vear’s Operations von Ph. Walker (111). Hieranf folgen die r Reports of 
Agents“, und zwar: „ Verschiedene Methoden znr Vertilgung der Selii]dlàuse“ 
von D. W. Coquillet (123); „Entouiolog. Xotizen aus dem Jalire 1888“ von 
Marv E. Mnrtfeldf (133), handelnd hber Aspidiotas vvac Conist., Centor- 
rJn/nchns nopi und Eluphidion occJJnia Hald.; „Bericht iiber Nebraska-lnsecten lí 
von L. Bruner (139): „Versuche iiber die Vertilgung von Jleliothis annigcnt u 
von S. M. Tracy (141). Von diesen Abhandlungen erscheint nus besonders 
jeue iiber die nopfeu-Blattlaus ( Idtorodon . Jnnnnli) bemerkenswertli, da sie eine 
nmfassende Biologie des genannten lnsectes enthàlt und von 3 selir instructiven 
nnd sehonen Farbendrncktafeln begleitet ist. J. Mi/,\ 

Thysannra. 

Iíertkau I*Il. Kntomoìogisehe Miseellen. (Correspondenzblatt Nr. 2 der 
Niederrheinischen Gesellsch. in Bonn. 1SS8, pag. 91 — 93.) 

Es wird eiu neues Vorkommen eiuer Japys - Ait constatirt. Der Verf. 
fand bei Bonn anf einem Erbsenfelde beim Umwiihlen des Bodens aus einer 
Tiefe von 2 — 3 on zwei Exemjdare einer Japyx- Art, welche er vorlàufig fdr 
eine Var. von Japyx soJifugns zn lialten geueigt ist. (Vergl. Wien. Ent. Ztg. 
1888, pag. 76, Artikel Thysamiru.) J. Mil\ 

LeiDÌdoxDtera. 

„Faiilia“, Enfomologisclier Verein zu Leipzig. Die Gross-Schmetter- 
linge (les Leipziger Gebietes. (Leipzig 1889, Selbstveilag des Vereines. 
48 Seiten.) 

Ein Verzeichniss , welches eine Fortsetzung und Ergànzung des von 
diesem Vereine bereits fiiiher (vide Zeitselir. f. d. ges. Naturw. Bd. LIII, 1880, 
Heft 5) pnblicirten Beriehtes iiber die Gross-Sclimetterliuge der Umgebung 
Leipzigs ist. Das Vorwort (I — VI) enthàlt eine eingeliende Schilderung der 
oro- und hvdrograpliischen , der geologischen und Bodencnltnrverhàltnisse des 


